34 RIGHTS OF MAN. 

As to the firft part, whether the archbifhop precedes the duke* or 
the duke the bifhop, it is, I believe, to the people in general, forne- 
what like Sternhold and Hopkins , or Hopkins and Sternhold ; you 
may put which you pleafe firft : and as 1 confefs that I do not un. 
derftand the merits of this cafe, I will not contend it with Mr, 
Eurke. 

But with refpeft to the latter, I have fomething to fay. — Mr, 
Burke has not put the cafe right. — The comparifon is out of order, 
fey being put between the bifhop and the earl or the ’fquire. It 
ought to be put between the bifhop and the curate, and then it will 
Hand thus : — The people of England can fee 'without pain or grudging , 
a bifhop of Durham , or a bifhop of IVincheJler , in pofftfjion of ten 
thou f and pounds a-year, and a curate on thirty or forty pounds a-year i 
§r lefs. — No, Sir, they certainly do not fee thofe things without 
great pain or grudging. It is a cafe that applies itfelf to every 
man's fenfe of judice, and is one among many that calls aloud for 
conftitution. 

In France, the cry of ‘ f the church ! the church /" was repeated 
as often as in Mr. Burke's book, and as loudly as when the diflen- 
ter's bill was before the Englifh parliament; but the generality of 
the French clergy were not to be deceived by this cry any longer. 
They knew, that whatever the, pretence might be, it was themfelves 
who were one of the principal obje&s of it. It was the cry of the 
high beneficed clergy, to prevent any regulation of income taking 
place between thofe of ten thoufand pounds a-year and the pavim 
pried. They, therefore, joined their cafe to thofe of every other 
oppreffed clafsof men, and by this union obtained redrefs. 

The French conftitution has aboliihed tythes, that fource of per- 
petual difeontent between the tythe* holder and the pariihioner. 
When, land is held on tythe, it is in the condition of an edateheld 
between two parties ; the one receiving one-tenth, and the other 
nine-tenths of the produce: and, confequentiy, on principles of 
equity, if the eftate can be improved, and made to produce by 
that improvement double or treble what it did before, or in any 
ether ratio, the expence of fuch improvement ought to be borne in 
like proportion between the parties who are to lhare the produce. 
But this is not the cafe in tythes ; the farmer bears the whole ex- 
pence, and the tythe-holder takes a tenth of the improvement, in 
addition to the original tenth, and by this means gets the value of 
two-tenths, inftead of one. This is another cafe that calls for a 
conftitution.. 

The French conftitution hath aboliihed or renounced Toleration , 
and Intolerance a Ho, and hath eftablifhed Universal Right of 
Conscience. 

Toleration is not th oppofite of Intolerance, but is the counterfeit 
of it. Both are defpotifms. The one aftumes to itfelf the right of 
with -holding Liberty of Confcicnee, and the other of granting it. 
The one is the pope armed with fire and faggot, and the, other is 
the pope felling or granting indulgences. The former is church 
and date, and the latter is church and traffic. 


But 
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But Toleration may be viewed in a much ftronger light. Man 
worfhips not himfelf, but his Maker; and the liberty of confcieme 
which he claims, is not for the fervice of himfelf, but of his God. 
In this cafe, therefore, we muft necefiarily have the aftbciated idea 
cf two beings; the mortal who readers the worlhip, and the Im- 
mortal Being who is worfhipped. Toleration, therefore, places 
itfelf, not between man and man, nor between church and church, 
nor between one denomination of religion and another, but between 
God and man ; between the being who worfnips, and the Being 
who is worfhipped ; and by the fame aft of affumed authority by 
which it tolerates man to pay his worfhip, it prefumptuoufly and 
blafphemoufly fets itfelf up to tolerate the Almighty to receive it. 

Were a Bill brought into any parliament, intitied “ An act 
« to tolerate or grant liberty 'to the Almighty to receive the 
<< worfhip of a Jew or a Turk," or “ to prohibit the Almighty 
t( from receiving it, " ali men would ftartle, and call it blafphemy. 
There would be an uproar. The prefumption of toleration in re- 
ligious matters would then prefent itfelf unmarked: but the pre- 
fumption is not the lefs becaufe the name of “ Man" only appears 
to thofe laws, for the aftbciated idea of the < wbrffoipper and the vor- 
/hipped cannot be feparated.— Who, then, art thou, vain duft and 
afhes ! by whatever name thou art called, whether a King, a Bifhop, 
a Church, or a State, a Parliament, or any thing elfe, that obtruded 
thine infignificance between the foul of .man and its Maker ? Mind 
thine own concerns. If he believes nor as thou believed, it is a 
proof that thou believed not as he believeth, ancMiere is no earthly 
, power can determine between you. 

With refpect to what are called denominations of religion, if 
every one is left to judge of its own religion, there is no fuch thing 
as a religion that is wrong ; but if they are to judge of each others 
religion, there is no fuch thing as a religion that is right; and 
therefore, all the world is right, or all the world is wrong. But 
with refpeft to religion itfelf, without regard to names, and as 
directing itfelf from the univerfal family of mankind to the Divine 
objeft of all adoration, it is man bringing to his Maker the fruits of 
his heart; and though thofe fruits may differ from each other like 
the fruits of the earth, the grateful tribute of every one is accepted. 

A Bifnop of Durham, cr a Bifhop of Wincheder, or the Arch- 
bifhop who* heads the Dukes, will not refufe a tythe-iheaf of wheat, 
becaufe it is not a cock of hay ; nor a cock of hay, becaufe it is 
not a iheaf of wheat; nor a pig, becaufe it is neither one nor the 
other : but thefe fame pcrfbns, under the figure of an eftablifhed 
church, will not permit their Maker to receive the varied tythes of 
man's devotion. 

One of the continual choruftes of Mr, Burke’s book is, “ Church 
« and State." He does not mean foroe one particular church, or 
fome one particular date, but any church and. date; and he u>s 
the term as a general figure to hold forth the political dofxrine of 
always uniting the church with the date in every country, and he 
cenfurcs the National Affembly for not having done this in France. 
— Let us bellow a fe>v thoughts on this fubieft. 
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